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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Good research work on the varietal response of maize to 
integrated management of NPK and chicken manure nutrients 
in the transitional agro-ecological zone of Ghana. The results 
have provided baseline information on the judicious combine 
use of inorganic and organic nutrients to achieve maximum 
growth and yield for this important staple cereal food crop. 
The study further highlighted the environmental consequence 
on the use of inorganic fertilizers on crop growth and on soil 
health and advocated for the reduction in the use of these 
synthetic chemicals. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Some mistakes have been identified and pointed out using 
comment icons in the manuscript. Authors should endeavour to 
effect all corrections as pointed out in the manuscript. 
All journals should be written in full and not abbreviated. 
  

All mistakes identified and pointed out using 
comment icons in the manuscript by reviewers 
has been corrected. Most journals have been 
updated to at least 2011 and beyond and written 
in full for those abbreviated 

Optional/General comments 
 

Good work and presenetation. 
 

 

 


